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 S147675 H028911 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. YOUNG (ALVERNON) 
 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to January 29, 2007. 
 
 
 S147705 D046661 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. COWART (RICKY J.) 
 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to January 26, 2007.  
 
 
 S147745 E037965 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. KEENE (BRIAN S.) 
 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to January 31, 2007. 
 
 
 S064337 PEOPLE v. ROGERS (RAMON) 
 Extension of time granted to February 13, 2007, to file the appellant’s reply brief.  After that date, no further 
 extension is contemplated.  Extension is granted based upon Deputy State Public Defender Kent Barkhurst’s
 representation that he anticipates filing that brief by February 13, 2007. 
 
 
 S075616 PEOPLE v. GONZALES (JOHN A.)  
  & SOLIZ (MICHAEL) 
 Extension of time granted to February 16, 2007, to file appellant Gonzales’s reply brief.  After that date, only 
 one further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated.  Extension is granted based upon counsel 
 Joseph Walsh’s representation that she anticipates filing that brief by April 17, 2007. 
 
 
 S091915 PEOPLE v. NUNEZ (DANIEL) &  
  SATELE (WILLIAM) 
 Extension of time granted to February 20, 2007, to file appellant Nunez’s opening brief. 
 
 
 S144831 C047734 Third Appellate District METCALF (THOMAS) v. COUNTY  
    OF SAN JOAQUIN 
 Extension of time granted.  On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 
 serve and file the opening brief on the merits is extended to February 20, 2007. 
 
 
 S145304 C051414 Third Appellate District WFS FINANCIAL v. S.C.   
    (DELACRUZ) 
 Extension of time granted.  On application of Real Party in Interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the 
 time to serve and file the opening brief is extended to January 18, 2007. 
 
 
 S145428 B179819 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 MARATHON ENTERTAINMENT v. 
    BLASI (ROSA) ET AL. 
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 Extension of time granted to December 29, 2006, to file respondent’s reply brief on the merits. 
 
 
 S097558 PEOPLE v. GARTON (TODD J.) 
 Order appointing State Public Defender filed.  In California, a criminal defendant has no right to represent himself 
 or herself on appeal.  (People v. Scott (1998) 64 Cal.App.4th 550; see also Martinez v. California (2000) 528 U.S. 
 152.)  On the court’s own motion, the State Public Defender is appointed to represent appellant Todd Jesse Garton 
 for the direct appeal in the above automatic appeal now pending in this court. 
 
 
 S099549 PEOPLE v. LOPEZ (MICHAEL) 
 Order appointing State Public Defender filed.  Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, the State 
 Public Defender is hereby appointed to represent appellant Michael Augustine Lopez for the direct appeal in the 
 above automatic appeal now pending in this court. 
 
 
 S146288 E036353 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. CONCEPCION (RYAN) 
 Counsel appointment order filed.  Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Terrence V. Scott is 
 hereby appointed to represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court.  Appellant’s brief on the merits 
 must be served on or before thirty (30) days from the date respondent’s opening brief on the merits is filed. 
 
 
 S148690 BELL (HORACE) v. CLARK (KEN) 
 Transferred to CA 5 for consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the 
 Court of Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious petition 
 must be denied. 
 
 
 S148693 GADLIN (GREGORY) v. S.C.  
  (PEOPLE) 
 Transferred to CA 2 for consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the 
 Court of Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious petition 
 must be denied. 
 
 
 S148701 SPRINKLE (MARK W.) v.   
  SUPERIOR COURT OF   
  MENDOCINO COUNTY 
 Transferred to CA 1 for consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the 
 Court of Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious petition 
 must be denied. 
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 S148706 OLIVAS (ROBERT) v. S.C.   
  (PEOPLE) 
 Transferred to CA 2 for consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal. 2d 767.  In the event the 
 Court of Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious petition 
 must be denied. 
 
 
 S145428 B188322 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 BEVERLY HILLS USD v. GULF   
     UNDERWRITERS INS. CO. 
 The above-entitled matter, now pending the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, is transferred from   
 Division Seven to Division Four. 


